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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Statutory subject matter, and the current Guidelines were discussed. 
The examiner explained what she thought of as "concrete" and "tangible" in view of the Guidelines. She stated that 
"outputting" a result or a similar limitation indicating communication to one performing the method usually is sufficient to 
meet the "tangible requirement. The examiner suggested that applicant use a term which is supported by the original 
specification or Figures to avoid introducing new matter. No agreement for specific claim language was reached. The 
attorneys pointed out that the "producing" steps of claims 60 and 61 are those of producing an actual protein or 
proteins. In view of this, the examiner agreed that these claims are statutory . 
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